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of them winners of masters' and doctors' de- 
grees, in one summer commencement. 
r- ; 'Yet r we are complaining that we don't as 
yet have enough really trained people to 
cope with- the complexities of the new age- 
not only Its mechanical ones, but its social 
and psychological ones. 

If we have anything to reproach our fore- 
fathers with— and ourselves when a few dec- 
ades younger— it is that we didn't spend 
enough either in money or effort in the best 
investment any community, State, or nation 
can make. Now. it is well nigh the impera- 
tive investment in the new state of the world. 

Whether or not Proxmtrb has the whole 
solution, he does have something we sbould 
be thinking about— hard. 


OUR POLLUTED GREAT LAKES 

Mr. HART. Mr. President, each day 
brings new evidence of the major con- 
tribution that was made to the future of 
our Nation by the Senate Select Com- 
mittee on National Water Resources on 
which I served under the able chairman- 
ship of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Kerr] . At my request, a hearing was 
held by that committee on Detroit on 
October 29, 1959. 

At that time the voices that were be- 
ing raised, in Michigan, in concern over 
pollution and other water problems char- 
acteristic of even the humid regions of 
the Midwest and East, were few and far 
between. Water just was not news in 
Michigan. 

Well, we have had the report of the 
Senate. committee and we have had the 
passage of 34 months. Attention is more 
and more being focused on the threat of 
pollution to commercial and sport fish- 
ermen, to would-be bathers, to industrial 
developers, and indeed to all who prize 
the quality of our water. 

Today it makes good sense in Michi- 
gan that we are seeking a new commer- 
cial fisheries laboratory and a Public 
Health Service water pollution labora- 
tory at Ann Arbor; that we are joining 
Federal, State, and local forces for a 
frontal attack on pollution in the Detroit 
River; and that we are looking to ways 
of preventing further fouling of the 
greatest inland body of water in the 
world — the Great Lakes. 

The Detroit News, of September 3, 
1962, carried an excellent editorial which 
fully recognizes and accurately describes 
our situation. Their expression of con- 
cern should, have the widest attention 
and I ask unanimous consent that the 
editorial be printed at this point in the 
Record. 

There being no objection, the editorial 
was ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows:' --V - "■-:rr-- f --- -: ---—•./• : *~^r 

q.fj.ir ; 'i:c :- : p;ptcmxxiT Disaster""'- '■".'•■' v -v^ 
.- ;The paradox of the Nation's water problem 
is" that so many people, both humble, and 
powerful, are aware of Its threats to personal 


the Detroit- rrdw^6utdox»edltor, r was'strain- 
Ing itprTtfie'senKtlOnal hi his story of Buhday, 
Aug^rW^wWttfhe^wrote^trwt the Great 
Lakes c»uid_die^s*.dld.the : p^«hger pigeons 
arid.ttfo bulaJd.%e»dir?M*t?i^^^ n V-^.'" '-*' 
, ^mthOM^or^ij^itoy^f^^f ; 

: CttMFSwa'atbWSa^te-- 

^Wmajorr^^ 

am' keenly a ware that water management Is 
, - our No. 1 economic problem." 


It Is a problem promising putrefaction in 
Detroit's front yard/ In Lake Erie's 10.000 
square miles of ; once-sparkling purity, there 
is sickness,' While,: we watch, .it becomes 
epidemic. - The other Great Lakes are vul- 
nerable to the cause of Erie's death. . 

It Is dying because government, industry, 
commerce,' individuals, all of us mistook free- 
dom for license.- In early days, proud De- 
trolters built their homes and their busi- 
nesses to look toward the river and the lakes. 
The time now has come when beauty flees 
the corpse and we look the other way from 
our guilt. 

The hard-driven businessman may snort 
at esthetics, at the sportsman, at Govern- 
ment interference. All right. The time 
also has come for a look at the hard facts 
about which business leaders prefer to talk. 
Here are some: 

It takes 60,000 to 70,000 gallons of water 
to make a ton of steel, 600,000 gallons for a 
ton of synthetic rubber, 200,000 gallons for 
a ton of rayon, a thousand gallons to make 
a pound of high-grade paper. During the 
Korean war, it took 29 mUlion gallons of 
water to produce Just the aluminum for a 
single bomber. 

Senator Kerr, Democrat, of Oklahoma, Is 
a tough businessman, many times a million- 
aire, an oil tycoon. - He also Is the ranking 
Democrat of the Senate Public Works Com- 
mittee, an authority on water resources, 
author of a book on conservation. He 
writes: 

"Conservation is the cheapest cru- 
sade in history. We must protect and Im- 
prove what water we have, and we must find 
more water.; That is the price of survival." 
The plight of Lake Erie, Detroiters will say, 
is not a direct problem of theirs. The "sick- 
ness of Lake Erie Is not confined. The flight 
of wild life, the death and disappearance of 
once great shoals of fish, closed beaches, all 
testify to a sickness that is spreading like 
an epidemic Into the other Great Lakes. 

Its approach is felt in Chicago, in Minne- 
apolis, Duluth, along the Canadian shore. 
It is spreading into Lakes St. Clair, Huron, 
Michigan, Lake Superior, greatest of the in- 
land oceans, soon must be touched by fore- 
bodings. 

Those living inland from the Great Lakes 
may say: "This Is the problem of the lake- 
fronters." Is ifcf Senator Kerr emphasizes 
the story of Roosevelt City, within 60 miles 
of New York City, snug, watered by under- 
ground sources through artesian wells. 

One November morning, the water taps 
dribbled dry, city pumps sucked sand, the 
schools and factories closed. Town residents 
drove to nearby communities to take baths 
and to eat. Their only water came from 
emergency tank trucks. Had they lived on 
the beaches of Lake Erie they still could 
not have drunk. 

From border to border and coast to coast, 
water is America's. national problem.' Sen- 
ator Hart," Democrat, of Michigan, who" ac- 
companied Senator Kerr to. a series of 20 
hearings on water resources about the Na- 
tion and Joined him in sponsoring corrective 
legislation, desmbed himself as . "appalled." 
_v"AU-of ua werej willing to. spend millions 
to bring grass" to the deserts of the West," 
he said. '.'While we were doing so/.we were 
making deserts in the East where there once 
_was a wealthy clean^water^^i;^* ;f for. ;;. 
r "v'Ofv com £a (source 

ot i ocd,".a* f dwelling place-fbr^wlldllfe,.* , re- 
source;' for? ln< ^ISVjha 
modern world, water means': homesr no'more, 
^bless:"'^ , n-;nt"^^ -3--?^^?,.- ~ . 
. .-£The£ Greatl-Xfclttii w['d^z^owo«^)nd , *a 
problemLwe. ahaw with v Ganada'".d intimately, 
. paly ilotajsieiri 
'eaa'averttfisaaterW^,:^^ 

^f<^jM&&atks BaVsW abmtyWcontrol 
'and end* pollution^ There la legislation and 
the statute books of Great Lakes States 
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which, "if toughly enforced, could end awif 
of the poisoning of our Great Lakes drink 
ing fountains with Industrial wastes and 
municipal sewage. 

- In a world looking thirstily for water th* 
lakes are worth more than all the gold in 
Port Knox. To turn to them in emergenc* 
and and them fouled beyond use would be 
a greater tragedy and more Irreparable loss 
than to open the Nation's vaults and And 
them but filled with trash. 

The first attack on the problem of the 
Great Lakes la to understand the threat 
The next step is to dedicate ourselves to 
be heaird and to fight back. The Great Lakes 
States send a sufficiently powerful bloc ot 
Senators and Representatives to Congress to 
shake that body into action— once the de- 
mand for action at home becomes a roar. 

To dam the rivers to save water and fuel 
industry in the West Is a great objective 
To preserve what we already have where it 
is needed most should have priority. 


SOVIET AID TO CUBA 
Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, on Au- 
gust 31, my friend from New York [Mr. 
KeatingI addressed himself to the sub- 
ject of Soviet aid to Cuba. Yesterday my 
distinguished colleague from New York 
appeared on a television program dis- 
cussing the same subject. On the floor 
of the Senate on the same day he again 
brought up the same subject. 

m his statement issued in connection 
with the television program, Senator 
Keating called on the administration to 
"tell the American people the whole 
truth." 

Mr. President, the administration has 
been telling the American people the 
whole truth. Let me address myself to 
the record. 

On August 22 the President of the 
United States, in his press conference, 
was asked about new supplies being 
landed in Cuba. The President answered 
the question clearly and explicitly in 
saying that new supplies in large quan- 
tities were being landed. Let me read 
into the Record the questions and an- 
swers on the subject from his press con- 
ference. 

Question. Mr. President, do you have any 
information or indication that Communist- 
bloc troops or new supplies of any kind have 
been landed in Cuba recently? 

The President. Yes, new supplies defi- 
nitely, in large quantities. Troops, we do 
not have Information, but an increased num- 
ber of technicians. 

Question. What Is the significance of this, 
in your opinion? 

The President. Well, we are examining it 
now. 

Question. Do you think it is aimed at any 
other Central" American country? .],. 

The- President., ' No," there Is no [evidence 
. of that.- And. we are not talking about— as 
far as the numbers,' we are not talking about 
the kind of entrants in numbers which would 
provide, support for the sort of operations 
you. suggested, .What we are talking about 
are supplies and technicians of rather inten- 
sive quantity In recent weeks. ' * r --v'. 
.': Question. Mr. President, you spoke of the 
increased .'• supplies* going ..to - Cuba.- - What 
countries are they going there from? ' 
-yiThn Ps»sxB*wr.o;-The.blocv~v •nm-n 
-(Hi*"!* -V.-j'i'jt'y" 'i'Zo&F'vf-T'i c-v^-~-fh '■ - ? r;~' ; - 

*- Of course* thiaferef era, In that instance, 
•.t© the Soviet i ^^^n--io.^<r--. 
-fvOn* August 2* the Department of State 
feave » background- press and radio news 
briefing on ; this subject. The ' back- 
ground press conference is a well estab- 






CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -^-SENATE 


18645 5 


V procedure employed ia Washing- 
many, ' aiany years ; by many 
ations to get additional" facts ; 
_n policy Questions out -to the. 
rican people through the press.. „ 
^submit for the Becoro an- article 
iM Jctf^he Washington Post, an article 
jfcrom^the New York Times, and other 
Iflrtleies— most of them dated August 25. 


The equipmeBtS.may include ground- fco-alr 
missiles, largely ;def ease' jsreapons; There ap- 
parently is transportation, electrical aad con- 
struction; eo^pmentf'such as cornmuhica- 
tions vans/ radar Vans" and mobile generator 


atrajtm* comes o,me^¥*. -'^"-f^ ;'«' 

"Accenting to the officials, the'buUdup hai' 

come about rather quickly. It started in 

late July and apparently means th* Soviet ' 

Union decided some months ago to give more 


units. -"These appear" to be going into coastal support to the Fidel Castro regime as at least 
— -i _t_ _,..<r~i.™. %<>•-; - -. ■-.. . ... • a aemixaemtier of the Soviet bloc, "- . . 

In addition to the military supplies there 
has been material . for civilian use. But 


and air defehses. %,, 

TOTAL FUT AT 3,000 TO S',000 

-Technicians, probably half of them mili- 


tary, are estimated at 3.000 to 5,000. These 


IK; There being no objection, the articles include several hundred who arrived earlier 

?fwere ordered to be printed in the Recoup, in. the year. 

**• Intelligence reports do not indicate the ar- 

rival of troops or equipment that would add 
significantly to the limited offensive power 
of the Cuban forces. 

"These forces," according to officials here, 
are incapable of getting off the island- The 
only "on-island- targets are the U.S. naval 
installation at Guantanamo Bay and anti- 


offlcials said some electronic gear has been 
sighted that conceivably could be turned 
into a system that could monitor US. mis- 
sile launcfatogs from Cape Canaveral on the 
Florida coast. 

US. experts believe the total military 
buildup will not increase significantly the 
quite limited offensive capabilities ©f tne 
Cuban. Army. Instead, the equipment ap- 
pears to be designed to improve the coun- 
try's coastal and air defenses. The tech- 
nicians appear to be there to teach Cubans 
how to use it- 


MNKED TO MOSCOW TRIP 

Raul Castro, Cuba's Armed Forces Minister, 


follows 

the New York, Post, Aug. 24, 10S2J 
"S«xxs» States Doubts Am to Cub* Is 
Mn,rrA»T 
(By Peter Lisagor) 
Wasbjnston-, August 24.— The many Com- 
_ionist-bloc suppUes and technicians reach- ra _ frf . „,,_ rm «_ t h* «nrtstene*5 of which the 

Wobbly economy rather than building up an ■ - $^ aew equipment would also tend to dls- 

^♦^««,rf nfflfkk «rimu tn * tnneftv of courage Cuban rebels in any plans or hopes made a mysterious visit to Moscow last month 
--informed officials admit to a paucity oi for mounttag Baottoer lttVaa i oa . arid some Cuban observer led he sought and 

hemispherS alesteo obtained the supplies. 

A Government official said the deliveries 
were a matter of concern to the entire West- 
ern Hemisphere. 

Moscow's broadcast explanation has been 
that its ships are carrying machine tools, 
wheat, agricultural machinery, tinned. goods, 
combine harvesters, fertilizers, and cereals. 
However, 40-foot crates indicate to ob- 
servers that the contents axe equipment not 


„ I evidence as to the contents of some 30 

5?shlps known to have arrived at Cuban ports 
i--la the last month. _ . 

^ : 'They also say that the rumor mills in 
^refugee-cluttered Miami and the Caribbean 
j^appear to have exaggerated the size and pur- 
^•"pose of the admittedly unusual number of 
f-shipments from Communist countries. 
"'""' IA State Department spokesman said to-. 
■Tday: "We have seen nothing of any military 
i offensive significance. The. ships coming in 


£ during the last few weeks must be seen In" used in agriculture or on household tables, 


Of the Soviet technicians, at least half are 
believed to be military specialists assigned 
to help set up the new equipment and train 
Cubans to use it. 

Despite frequent reports from Cuban exile 
groups about "Soviet troop" landings in 
Cuba, officials here said none of the arrivals 
was seen to wear uniforms. They also said 
there was no solid information that any of 
the recent arrivals were organized in com.- 


Irthe larger context of the Soviets' trying to; Trucks drive onto the ships and then leave bat military units. 


fe'keep Castro afloat," 

?-"'*■ (He confirmed that 16 Communist ships — '' 
t some apparently carrying military equip-' 
'- menfc—were due to dock Ln Cuba this week- 
end.? 

FOUR THOUSAND M1CKAHTS 

•. The estimates here are that the ships have 
brought In 4,000 to 5,000 personrel, some of 


with tarpaulins covering their cargoes. Some 
ships are unloaded under strict security con- 
ditions; Several ports beside Havana are 
being used. 

There is no evidence that troops from the 
Soviet bloc or nuclear warheads have arrived 
in Cuba. 

Earlier this week, exiled Cuban leaders in 


[From the New York Herald Tribune, Aug.- 

25,1982] 
United States Reports on" Russia's Island 
Base 
Washington.— The Russians are pouring 
men and military hardware— including pos- 
sible surface-to-air missUes~~through a long 


them Cubans returning from training the United States reported that more than ptpe iine to Fidel Castro in Cuba. 


$-- 


schools, some Communlst-bioc technicians. 

They also have brought in quantities of 
trucks, tractors, and crates that could con- 
tain small arms or other military equipment. 

Officials say the situation will be carefully 
watched to see If the supplies continue to 
come Into Cuba at the same high rate. 
■ But at the moment, they add, there are 
no Indications of anything like a massive 
buildup of combat materiel. 

The Cuban economy Is pictured here as 
being in such dismal shape as to give com- 
munism a bad name even among Marxists. 
The Castro regime has had to suspend some 
of Its top industrial managers in the last 
lew days for their failures. 

SUOAS XKOUSTRY HARB KIT 

The sugar Industry, the backbone of the 
Castro economy, is described by diplomatic 
sources here as in critical condition. Worker 
absenteeism has contributed to tbe island's 
economic deterioration. - - 

For these- reasons, tb# belief here Is that; 
the shipment* are more likely to be of econ-* 
omlc significances rather than mUltary, ai-" 
though more guns" and military hardware 
may be considered essential for several pur- 
poses. "'/.'. ' -' y .;■;' -*; v -', '-_ ', f. ."'"': .'.'•; .* ..■/. 

(from* &e New; YortT^ 

Russuira Sr^' ~U*TFidw/o* ,aAs*s ■' Amy*®. 

^ (By Jo»epn JuXottwiv 


5,000 soldiers from Soviet bloc countries had 
been landed in Cuba during the last 2 weeks 
-by Soviet ships. Similar reports circulated 
earlier. 

UjS. officials have reported In each instance 
that they knew of no military forces being 
landed in Cuba. The reports have been 
ridiculed by the Communist press In Ha- 
vana. 

One official's view is that the Soviet Union, 
fully approving of the Castro brand of com- 
munism, agreed to a deeper involvement In 
Cuban affairs. Propped up by a major power, 
the Castro regime is in a better position to 
stiffen, the backs of its supporters and fright- 
en Its enemies. 

Although the shipments are large enough 
to cause concern, they are far smaller than 
the volume that the Soviet Union has sent, 
for example, to Indonesia. 

Some of the iorelgn technicians In Cuba 
are clearly economic and agricultural. The 
military technicians are- apparently there to 
train. .Cubans in the maintenance and use 
of the equipment."* There Is no solid infor- 
mation that any of these military personnel 
are in combat units: - v ; : ';/"-* ■'-"■ '— - * r - • 

[i£om>he Washington Post,.Aug v 2S,*iB82L 
USfsw» Stats» £**s Siama Ren Am to .{Cwb*^ 
v$&£$fcH>&9- Doniad;M*yHf .> 1? sr* #£ 
> .-^Se-jiin&'ts' t pouring &6m.a,000 to 5.0Q0 men 1 
. and military technician* into Cuba add pro-- 


Halfway across the world, from Soviet ports 
to the Caribbean, hard by the tip of the 
southeastern United States, the extent of re- 
cent Soviet shipments is beginning to worry 
administration specialists here. 

The big Soviet buildup, UJ3. officials re- 
ported yesterday, began about a month ago. 
Today there are between 3,000 and 5,000. So- 
viet technicians of all levels of military or- 
ganization installed by the regime of Premier 
Castro. 

Presence of specialists and assorted weap- 
ons is a hand-in-hand operation for Castro 
and the Russians that can function tbis way: 

They can strengthen the Castro Cuban 
coastal and air defenses. 

They present a readymade Soviet base 
from which further operations — or simply 
the potential threat of expanding adven- 
tures — can be aeld as a club over the United 
States. 

The Russians for years have demanded 
that we dismantle NATO bases near their 
frontiers." • They ; can be expected -to use 1 
their Cuban buildup as "a- quid-pro quo:'- 
They'll quit, if we also withdraw elsewhere.! • 

Beefing up Castro's gunsmoke strength 
with- knowledgeable specialists and equip- 
ment also has the Intent of discouraging- 
mounting anti-Castro sabotage inside -thai 
country.- m effect, ^aia^.bigf brothers': have 
come-. -to Caatro's./8id^witfi'iphysical--; power, .; 
within «lgh* o«.th«^anqi*.t' i prc£<ii K-- sf'tiuf .-. 

For «ome.ttoe;ther*-liad-.l»effl?ft»'.inciln»- 


I 


viftingthaCiwtroregimfe with modem 'equips tion here to ; soft-pedal th* Soviet buildup 

*" -'--*--'* * — -- ~* — •---* in.Gubs,f ObvlGttiiy tfc«*«.»fcclaakof c~*- 

loa among j>epple wno^arojrapposed, toj k 


W/*HmotoWAnKU«tM.^tJS/6aeia1« : «ld' m<»Vpo«*iy Ending surface-to-air^mte-- in.Gubs,f Obylotutty «j«r«.tt«5Cla»liof opln- 
- today tim* SovS*t^qufp*^n4 ;*^ ,f ** ,ftn "»"""» *>^hte »hb-am^iubt»OMd to asse« 



I»rsoimeI,*iniUt«ry»8B& ^^ civttl&^irere pbui« . 

number'oif 'Pft«»ehg«t 'iWprf'fea^'kpriVeli^ftt 1 * r> » r ™.r«— — ~— # .-.-, — . -.-■ -. — - -■■»-, --..,-- t 

Cuban porta since lsme-seate deliverieB wftre 1 ; be- ^it^liih^the'rttuaiiotflcloiwlf land .with; Obctrine,- ttiere haw been' resolutions ; since, rr .^ 
rewmed late to July after • Juii;jtiwwi^d;-.'.J^ x '^ t Z 19t/9 Jbf the Organiaation of the American - --i -- 


\fl&&*Z ??'<&&■■ 56*>*--; A-'b* * 




fc^iA**^^^^?*^^* 
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States, condemning Just what the Russians At least.. eight.. &hlp», : delivered.-. military „_-.- - v impactonn , avax.base 

have been doing.. Still, the UJ3.S.R. has con-- cargobetweeri July. 26an& August 8. \There~i ji 4^' defense mlssUes were deployed arm „.. 

tlhued. to "dispatch, unchecked, forces and have-, been.- addltfonalr.deliveriea. suace~theh.,.- ^ A rra. QimnfemftT^ Bay Naval B^«T. 

arms".mto the Americas. _ ;L' V ' V, v:: -' Cargoes delivered anx^cazgoe^ih,.ahlpa. now; Cuba; 'there -could be serious results a, 

on. the - way.ffrom Soylefepprt^ are.beheved; though- the - two • landing strips there arl 
to total about ^G^arx-estimate .thatmay be- approached from the sea, it Is often necessa^ 
about 2 ships off. either plu*or mmus... ,_...;. for' planes- to circle;: The small extentof 
majtz; technicians sent .. thev Quantanamo base makes it difficult for 

At the same time, large numbers of Soviet T^"****- Jet - a ^?? aft to kc2 P within i U 
technicians have also arrived in five or more'. *22!?S5£r ' fiinf i : HnAT , „^, Bn4 .^ » 
passenger ships. There is no indication ^^ Cu* 5 * 118 &a7e been subjected to a large 
thtTthe current £2 of SoJtet.?£S£S. S a ^*.l^?H^J*^^f!:J[?»iitle5 


• Some-xr-S. experts believe there's plenty- 
to be alarmed about and ■ that the public--' 
at-large should be made > aware or • this. 
Their critics, also experts, claim that it Isn't 
as rough, as it may seem on the surface. 

The worriers appear, at least as of yester- 
day, to have come out on top so that a 


picture of the Soviet buildup In Cuba was 
analyzed. 

.Their, presentation came after an attor- 
ney, 'who got 'world notice for his work In 
the release of U-2 Pilot Francis Gary Pow- 
ers, got the official OK to go to Cuba. . 

James B. Donovan. New York lawyer, has 
his passport validated to go to Cuba. There, 
he will, try to negotiate an exchange of 
prisoners seized by Castro after the 1961 
fiasco of the Bay of Pigs Invasion. Castro 
wants them ransomed for nearly $60 million. 

Mr.' Donovan- said he -.was assured by 
Castro's -regime that he "would be welcome. - 
He also met Attorney General Robert P. Ken- 
nedy Thursday. About that meeting, Mr. 
Donovan kept mum. 

STEP- .UP EATROLS 

But the worrisome phase of Soviet med- 
dling in the Caribbean makes Mr. Donovan's 
mission something of a sidelight even with 
the assumption that hell be talking to the 
top people In the Castro regime. 

Since the Russians Intensified, their activ- 
ity in; the Caribbean, it's a safe enough guess 
that the United States will step up patrols. 
This probably means- more Navy sea and air 
patrons out of Guantanamo Bay. 

Surveillance' from that base has been a 
regular duty. Possibly added to its expansion 
will be longer range observation by the Navy 
and Air Force. That could possibly lead to 
Incidents. 1 ' : • --■■-• ■■'- 

Castro has complained regularly at what he 
called violation of Cuban airspace by low- 
flying TLS. aircraft.- Now that he has the po- 
tential to use ground-to-air missiles, thought 
to be like the- U-S. Nike,, it's- conceivable a 
U.S. plane could be- brought down.' 

The decision to divulge details of the Soviet 
buildup which coincides with Russian pres- 
sure on Berlin, resumption of Soviet nuclear 
weapons ' tests and the ' astro-twins space 
feats, must have been made in the last 48 
hours. 

At hl3" press conference Wednesday, Presi- 
dent Kennedy made a terse reference to Cuba 
but he supplied no details. The nature of 
the supplies, covering trucks to radar vans 
and electronic equipment carried in 15 to 20 
Soviet vessels, was disclosed yesterday. 


and equipment to Cuba has ended. 

It is estimated now that there are. from 
3,000 to 5,000 Soviet technicians In Cuba; • 
with more to come. Until the : recent mas- , 
sive increase, they were numbered in hun- 
dreds. From one-half to two-thirds are be-.-, 
lieved to be military technicians, trainers, . 
and advisers. - : 

These statements are Intelligence estimates; 
made by responsible offlcisls< : It Is em-, 
pbasized that not all this intelligence Is - 
positive or "hard." The data were released, 
apparently, because of exaggerated reports 
that have been published, commonly based- 
on Information from Cuban refugees with 
island connections. 

NO FOREIGN TEOOPS 

Some have claimed that there are 18,000 . 
Russian and 5,000 Chinese troops in Cuba. 
According to US. intelligence there are no 
Russian or Chinese in Cuba in uniform or- 
In standard military-type organizations. - 

The recent military deliveries include large 
quantities of transportation, electronic, and- 
communlcations ..equipment. ..This- includes t 
such .Items as r communications vans, radar- 
vans, and generating units-on large, tractor- 
trailers.; .r - ,..._;._. - r —.'-.r; _-■*. -• .-'-.\--r- -.-. ^n^N 

Crates 40 feet long were unloaded at some . 
ports and hauled away on trailers under, 
maximum security conditions. It Is believed 
that much of the equipment was for coast 
defense and air defense purposes. 'It Is be-. 
lieved officially that missiles similar to the 
U.S. Nike air defense missiles were." an lm-- 
portant part of the shipments. 

MISSILE EQUIPMENT 

This estimate is : qualified by the fact that 
tbe crates were not unloaded where tbe' 
equipment could be observed. However, 
radar and other equipment observed was 
obviously part of "air defense missile unit 
equipment. 

It "is stated officially that the new equip- 
ment does not add significantly to the small 
Cuban defensive potentiality. It Is also 
stated that the large additional number of 
technicians Is compatible with the require- 
ment for setting up and training Cuban per- 
sonnel in the operation of the equipment. 

This position Is questioned In military 
circles. 

The official explanation of the sudden and 
massive spurt in Soviet deliveries to Cuba 
is that from the Soviet point of view this is- 
a decision to prop up the Castro regime, 
which - is., now- confronted with economic : 
i troubles-' and -populartdiscontenfc^f ••--'.v-'-j 


of its airspace. If a trigger-happy Cuban 
crew with Its Russian advisers shot down an 
American military plane that * accidentally 
strayed over Cuban territory, a serious Inter- 
national incident would be created. 

The Russian technicians operate in high- 
security areas. Only specially qualified Cu- 
bans are allowed in these areas. 

The Moscow Radio, broadcasting in Span- 
ish to Cuba, explains that the shipments 
arriving:' are -thousands of tons of tinned 
goods,; lumber, fertilizer .and harvesting 
machinery. 

It is rumored that the United States is 
seriously considering an air and sea blockade 
of Cuba. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, it will be 
noticed that all these stories contain the 
same set of facts. All of them mention 
3,000 to 5,000 Soviet technicians. All of 
them mention the possibility of ground- 
to-air missiles. All of them mention the 
strengthening: of coastal and air de- 
fenses.. It will be noticed also r Mr. Presi- 
dent, that all. these, articles relate that 
the information came fromTLS. officials. 
What .we have here, quite clearly, is evi- 
dence that the administration held a 
background press conference to get these 
facts out to the American people. 

These articles were published after the 
, original statement made by the Presi- 
dent of the -United States in his press 
conference on August 22.' ' 

On Wednesday, August" 29, the State 
Department, also, -briefed a- bipartisan 
group in the House of Representatives — 
in fact, invited all House Members who 
so desired to attend. I ask unanimous 
consent to make a part of the Record 
the statement supplied to the House of 
Representatives at that time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Long 
of; Hawaii in the chair) : Without ob- 
jection, it is so ordered. " . '- 

The statement was ordered to be print- 
ed in the Record, as follows : 

Soviet Mhjctart Am to Cuba 

After a lull since early 1962 the Soviet 
Union resumed large-scale military deliveries 
to Cuba in the last week; In July. - Since then, 
Soviet ship movements to Cuba have totaled 
at least 25,. including at least 5. passenger 
ships. This Is in addltion..to normal, tanker 
- and car^.niovementstvTb* shipments con- 
ta^ed\lwth c mUltaryyAn_d^ goods 


The,; jtovlet ^Urnon. ^te/npw-r rhqrer'dfeeply.; arid persohheY.fc Although fuh details are not 
involved in the Castro regime and commlttedf yet available orr the .content* of- the ships, 
to . maintain it. - While. Castro - Is having nor. of. the breakdown between.- mill tary and 
troubles of many^klnds, ; it is. hot, believed,- nonmllitary, Information -to vdate indicates 


PROTEST MARCH IN TIMES SQUARE 

Fifty demonstrators paraded around the 
Armed Forces recruiting office booth In Times 
Square, last night to protest- the -reported - 
landing of Russian troops and supplies In 
Cuba, expected to .begin today. 

The demonstration- was -sponaored.-by the:; 
" c^l>an J tRescue-~.Committee,.-.at;.i466:^Elghthi ! 
ATenuevtL-It" included mostly i. Cubans andr 
persons of. Cuban_descent, with a- scattering: 
of American- students -and a few children. 
Twenty patrolmen, and- four sergeants were 
assigned, to Lthe. demonstration, .which iwas 
orderlj&arrt '" 

. [Fron^thaj 

. ^SPoibr'iM»SAvnr^Aa»^iC0i^<Xs^S*m- 

— ,___„.__. ,._. ^-. — ^_Jla^frOutNW^%!&^^ 
-has existed,flnce- .early Jbia^yeifcww J?rbkea. ' w6uldjl^jtho,aatura*^a|wfrvto; sucfe fe*n nusiiiss for •It-iw^y 

;. lateVlrf.Ju T ^'" v ~"* fc "''' 1 *^"~"~ fr, ~"'~*' , ~'~'" - '"■" : " , ~ t ' -'---•«--* — •-' -» — -• — — ««-- — :-«—■- .—*+%. . .----^--^.--- ■-- ,*.«.--*. _ii- _!*_-■_ 

deliveries 
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Nonmilltary" cargo, - roughly, /hall V of -.'.the 
total,- consists lot -.deliveries,- .already behind- 
schedule,'- of ■'•> Industrial - and . agricultural ; 
equipiaent.-under aid and trade agreements.- 
Personnel: ^A large number of additional: 
Soviet specialists • arrived - in. Cuba- In the - 
same period; '.With .the .recent arrivals, the 
total number In Cuba or on the way, both; 
military • and ' nonmilltary,- : may be ; as -high . 
as 5,000. * The breakdown between military • 
and technical personnel Is not known, but 
the additional numbers of military special- 
ists are not Incompatible with the training 
and setting up of the complex military equip- 
ment which has arrived. There is no evl- - 
dence of the arrival of Soviet combat troops 
from other Soviet bloc countries. - 

The shipments consist of both economic 
goods and defensive military goods. They 
appear designed to enhance the Cuban re- 
gime's defense capabilities against an inter- 
nal threat, and to Increase the effectiveness 
of the Cuban military establishment for 
possible internal use. Information to date 
Indicates that the shipments will not Im- 
prove significantly the very limited offensive 
capablitles of the Cuban armed forces. 

The recent shipments Indicate a significant 
Increase in Soviet involvement in Cuba. 
The increased amount of military assistance 
accompanies stepped-up Soviet economic 
aid to try to relieve Cuban shortages. The 
shipments must have been planned several 
months ago to have arrived when they did. 
The Cuban regime, facing economic de- 
terioration and rising popular discontent, 
probably hopes to strengthen its internal 
position through new demonstrations of 
Soviet support. 

Recent Statement by the U.S. Department 
op State Concerning UJS. Polict Toward 
Cuba 

US. policy is to bring all the pressure we 
can to Isolate Cuba and to prevent Cuba 
from being able to have an Impact on the 
rest of Latin America. The United States, 
In cooperation with friendly member states 
of the Organization of American States. and 
other international bodies, will take all feas- 
ible measures to give the Cuban people a 
chance to choose freely the government they 
want. We believe that the Cuban people 
would not choose Castro communism. 

We remain concerned over the threat 
which the Cuban regime posen for the peace 
and security of the hemisphere. Through 
effective collective action we will defeat the 
Cuban regime in Its announced objective of 
creating Communist revolutionary regimes 
In other Latin American countries. The 
Foreign Ministers of the American Republics, 
at their meeting in January. 1962, found the 
Cuban regime Incompatible with the Inter- 
American system, excluded the Cuban regime 
from participation in that system, and rec- 
ommended a series of .measures to assist 
OAS member, states individually and collec- 
tively to combat Communist subversion. 

Recent Statement by Edwin M. Martin, As- 
sistant Secretary or State for Latin 
American Affairs, as Reported by the U.S. 
News & World Report, August 6, 1962 
Question. Is the fixed goal, then, to get rid 
of Castro? 

Answer. We want to get rid of Castro and 
the Soviet Communist influence in Cuba — 
not Just Castro. I think the Soviet Com- 
munist influence is more serious than Castro, 
although Castro should be added In. But we 
also are, meanwhile, very anxious to prevent 
him from having. any impact. elsewhere. 

Question. Is Castro really just a Commu- 
nist stooge? 7 .•• 

Answer. No; I dont think so. I think it 
is very difficult always for an outsider to un- 
derstand the real power relationship within 
a political organization^ It's hard In this 
country, sometimes, to -know who Is pulling 
strings. ........ 


• -But, insofar as we knowthe situation from 
outside,! think we would have to say -that ; 
right .now f Castro is the boss.- Now, this 
doesnt mean he has a comoletely free hand 
or that he doesnt take advice, but there was 
some feeling 6 months ago that he was fall- 
ing Into the background and being taken - 
over by the old-line Communist crowd. Al- 
though this may have been the case then, it • 
certainly is not the case now. Castro la mak- . 
Ing the statements of policy. ...... v . • . 

Question. How long do you think he can 
hold the situation together down there? 
Answer. It's very hard to say. 
Question. Do you think 20 years, 50 years, 

or 2 years? - • - - • 

Answer. Well, It would be closer to 2 years . 
than the other two figures. - .Maybe this is 
wishful thinking, but this would seem to me 
true. 

I think there Is, undoubtedly, some ten- 
sion between the old-line Communists and 
Castro and his crowd. I think it's in part 
the kind of tension that is normally gener- 
ated by a bad situation. Basically, though. 
It's a competition for power, accompanied 
by some personal frictions. 
- As of the moment, though, I think that 
the old-line Communists realize that their 
popular appeal would not permit them to 
maintain control very long without Castro — 
he is popular with the countryside. Nor 
would they wish to lose Castro as their prin- 
cipal source of appeal in the rest of Latin 
America. 

Question. Might the whole situation Just 
collapse, economically? 

Answer. It's not Impossible, but hardly 
something we can count on to solve our 
problem at any early "date. With the eco- 
nomic situation worsening as it Is doing — 
and, if you believe only what Castro says. 
It's quite bad — this undoubtedly puts a great 
deal of pressure on the Government. When 
you think of the problems even relatively 
well-organized, well-disciplined societies have 
had with an extensive rationing system, you 
can imagine, with the degree of shortage 
they have, what a shamble it must be there. 
Question. Is P.ussla supplying much to 
Cuba? 

Answer. They are supplying a substantial 
amount of things, but not nearly enough 
really to meet the gap and prevent the diffi- 
culties they are now having. And, of course, 
Increasingly, at least for another year, Russia 
will. have to be supplying on credit because 
the poor sugar harvest has meant that 
they've had to cut back their commitments 
for delivery of sugar. ■ 

Question. Do you think Castro' can be 
pushed out of Cuba without military inva- 
sion from the outside? 
Answer. Yes; I think that's possible. 
If you look around Latin America, people 
apparently with a lot stronger .positions than 
he has have collapsed and been thrown out 
without outside intervention. - But, again, I 
don't want to suggest we can relax. 

Question. Do you think some other "Cas- 
tros" may develop elsewhere In Latin 
America? 

Answer. At the moment, I'm reasonably 
optimistic on this point, although one cer- 
tainly cant rule out the possibility com- 
pletely. Castro's image, I think, has con- 
siderably diminished In attractiveness over 
the past 6 to 9 months — partly because his 
confession that he has always bsen a Marx- 
ist-Leninist has disabused those who thought 
he was .a Latin American reformer and some- 
body they "Could copy— that was In their 
image — and, secondly, because of the eco- 
nomic conditions within Cuba. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, on Au- 
gust 30, a letter was sent to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. It con- 
tained substantially the same informa- 
tion. This letter was- sent for the use 


of all members of. the-Foreign Relations - 
Committee. -^ -*v '-•>>' >z-:i-tf xxtpy-aS *« ^ • • - 
, In addition, on 'August >30tohiV press - 
conference President B^hhedy"was"again " 
asked about the Cuban 'situation. 1 '. He 
was specifically asked about a statement 
made by the Senator from Indiana [Mr.. 
Capehart], calling for a. UJ5.- invasion! 
of Cuba to stop the. flow of troops and. 
supplies. I wish to read into the Record** ' 
the questions and answers on that mat- 
ter from the President's August 30 news 
conference: 

Question. Mr.. President, Senator [Homer 
E.] Capehart,- Republican, of Indiana, in a 
speech' the other day said that the Com- 
munists are sending troops into Cuba, not 
technicians, as you told us last week. 

The reference, of course, is to the press 
conference of August 22. 

Capehart, according to the United Press 
International, also called for a US. invasion 
of Cuba to stop the flow of troops and sup- 
plies. Would you comment, sir? 

Answer. We have no evidence of troops. 
And I must say that I know that this matter 
is of great concern to Americans and many 
others. The United States has obligations 
all around the world, including West Berlin 
and other areas, which are very sensitive, and, 
therefore, I think that In considering what 
appropriate action we should take, we have 
to consider the totality of our obligations, 
and also the responsibilities which we bear 
In so many different parts of the world. In 
response to your specific question, we do not 
have information that troops have come Into 
Cuba, No. 1. . No. 2, the main thrust, of 
course. Is assistance because of the misman- 
agement of the Cuban economy which 
brought widespread dissatisfaction, economic 
slowdown, agricultural failures, which have 
been so typical of the Communist regimes 
In so many parts of the world. So that I 
think the situation was critical enough that 
they needed to be bolstered up. 

However, we arc continuing to watch what 
happens in Cuba with the closest attention 
and will respond to — wiU be glad to announce 
any new information, If it should come, 
Immediately. 

By the way, that promise has been 
kept. 

Question. Mr. President, did you answer 
my queslion, on Capehart's suggestion that 
we invade Cuba? Was that your answer? 

Answer. I am not for invading Cuba at 
this time. No, I don't — the words do not 
have some secondary meaning. I think If 
would be a mistake to Invade Cuba. 

Question. Mr. President, the Soviets, as 
you well know 

Answer. Because I think it would lead — 
that It should be — an action like that, which 
could be very casually suggested, can lead 
to very serious consequences for many people. 


Question. Mr. President, I wonder If a dis- 
tinction could be made with respect to the 
troops In Cuba. - Some of us were told at the 
State Department the other day — 

This referred to the background 
briefing— 

that there is Russian military personnel in 
Cuba, that these are military technicians, 
and they are people who are probably going 
to operate missiles, similar to the Nike mis- * 
siles. ' 

Is this in accord— — 

Answer. I dont know who told you that 
at the State Department, that they are going 
to operate Nike missiles, because that In- 
formation we do not have at this time. 

There certainly are technicians there, 'and 
they may be military technicians. We don't 
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liave^complete- Information - about what's 
"going on In Cuba, but since the word •troopa'* 
. bas-been'geneTally.usedi they had a military 
advisory commission- there for. a long period 
of. time., so there may be additional military 
advisory, personnel" or ' technicians,. r But on, 
the question of troopsy as it i3 generally un- ' 


regime- In : ' Oribav - Information has reached 
this " Government in the last * daya" " • '■',' 

"Question. Are ybtt giving ua paragraphs? ■ 

"Mr. Stinger; Twill. - r.~ •-.• . i :- 

"Question. & there a "that'*? ■' 

-Mr. 3'xctaGJsk, (reading). "Information has 
reached : this 'Government In the last 4 days • 


- "Question. Did the President ask what tfa#» 
thought of this statement or did he read it 
to them?"-. ; " - -- s 

Mr." Salinger, No. the statement was not 
read'- to them. -The Infonnation which it 
contained was given to them. - 

Question. Is It correct to' infer that the 


derstood; we do not have evidence that there*; from a variety of sources 1 which- establishes . entire tenor of the statement is to make it 

nra DTirdan +rnn-nm Miavo. • Thus. (• on <T ''' tlrt fchrmfc- rflWj'hfc ' thftfc ' th** Srrtri*>*.« Vt»T7« TWO- . rTfltt?" thftt' th» Cubntl hlllMllTI ft* tVin. __ _ 


are Russian troops there.' There- Is an "ex- 
panded advisory and "■ technical mission.- - 
That Is correct. "'..;"' 

Question. Are there, no antiaircraft mis- 
siles shipped into Cuba? 

Answer. We have no Information as yet. 

Question.. Mr. President - 

Answer. That does not mean that .there 
have hot been, but an. I am saying Is that 
we have no such information as yet. 

The -statement made by the Senator 
from New York CMr. Keating! with ref- 
erence to this matter appears on page 
18359 of the Congressional - Record of 
August 31. m addition, as I have previ- 
ously said, Senator Keating. on Septem- 
ber 4 made a further reference to the 
Cuban situation. His remarks appear on 
pages 18438-18440 of the Congressional" 
Record for September 4. 

The Senator from New York was in 
error on his information. On August 
31 he made the statement: 

The convoy moved on military order and 
contained the first" amphibious vehicles ob- 
served In Cuba. 

. Our. intelligence, as indicated by the 
President in his statement Of September 
4, makes it very clear that we have no 
information with respect to amphibious 
vehicles. The President said: 

There is no evidence — 

Firsfc- 
of any organized combat force In Cuba from 
any Soviet bloc country; 

Second— 
of military bases provided by Russia; 

Third— ' • 
of a violation of the 1934 treaty relating to 
Guahtanamo; . ... 

Fourth— 
of the presence of offensive ground-to- 
ground "missiles; 

Fifth— . " : . 
of other significant offensive capability 
either In Cuban hands or under Soviet di- 
rection and guidance. 

The President went on to say: 


I wish to' place in the Record at this 
point the full transcript of the news con- 
ference at. the; White -House .yesterday 
- aftemooni.September:4,~l962, : in: which 
?the President's position is fully set forth; 
and I ask unanimous- consent that- thef 
f ttil. transcript - of - the> conference be 
printed in the Record. 


without- doubt "that the Soviets have pro- 
vided the Cuban Government with a number 
of antiaircraft defense missiles wtih' a slant 
range of 25 miles which are similar to early 
models of our Nike. Along with these 
missiles, the Soviets are apparently provid- 
ing the extensive radar and other electronic 
equipment which is required for their op- 
eration. We can also confirm' the presence 
of. several Soviet-made motor torpedo boats 
carrying ship-to-ship guided missiles having 
a range of 15 miles. The number of Soviet, 
military technicians now known to be in 
Cuba or en route — approximately 3,500 — is 
consistent with assistance In setting up and 
learning to use this equipment. As I stated 
last week, we shall continue to make infor- 
mation available as fast as it Is obtained and 
properly verified. 

"There is no evidence of any organized 
combat force in Cuba from any Soviet bloc 
country; of military bases provided to 

Russia" 

Question. Don't you mean "by"? 
Question. They are not making any avail-, 
able. - 

Question. They are not giving any bases to 
Russia. 

Mr. Salinger (reading). "To Russia; of a 
violation of the 1934 treaty relating to Guan- 
tanamo; of th* presence of offensive ground- 
to-grouxid missiles; or of other significant - 
offensive capability either. in Cuban hands 
or under Soviet direction and guidance. 
Were it to be otherwise, the gravest issues 
would arise. • 

"The Cuban question must be considered 
as a part of the worldwide challenge posed 
by Communist threats to the peace. It must: 
be dealt with as a part of that larger issue 
as well as in the context of the- special 
relationships which have long characterized 
the inter-American system. 
- "It continues to bo- the policy- of the 
United States that the Castro regime- will 
not be allowed to export Its aggressive pur-- 
poses by force or the threat of force. ItwUl 
be prevented by" whatever means may be 
'necessary from taking action against any 
part of the Western Hemisphere. The 
United States, in conjunction with other 
hemisphere countries, will "make sure that 
while increased Cuban armaments will be a" 
heavy burden to the unhappy people of Cuba 
themselves, they will be nothing more." 

Question. Pierre, was this statement dis^ 
cussed this afternoon with the leaders of 
both parties? 

Mr. Salinger. The situation, the current 
situation, in Cuba, as well as the informa- 
tion contained 'in the statement, was dis- 
cussed by the President with the Secretary 
of State and other key officials of the ad- 
ministration, - with : a bipartisan . group of 
leaders from both Houses of Congress here 


clear that the Cuban buildup at the mo- 
ment, so far, Is defensive or defensive 
weapons? - 

Mr. Salinger. I think the statement speak* 
for Itself , Ralph. 

Question. Is the Implication of the state- 
ment, Pierre, that so long as It remains de- 
fensive, you are not going to do any thine 
aboutlt? - 

Mr. Salinger. The statement speaks for 
itself. I do not Intend to go beyond the 
statement. 

Question. What Is "slant range"? 

Mr. Salinger. For background: 
"• "'.. • • • • 

It means it can't go straight up 25 miles. 
~ Question. It means horizontal distance? 

Mr. Salinger. That Is right. 

Question. None of the Soviet land-based 
missiles" of which this Government Is aware 
could be used to hit the mainland of the 
United States? 

Mr. Salinger. Again. I -think we have de- 
scribed what the missiles were that we cur- 
rently have information on. 

. Question. Is that the end? 

Mr. Salinger. That is the end. 

Question. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. ENGliE. In order that there may 
be no doubt as to a full discussion of this 
matter, I ~ also wish. to place in the 
Record the transcript of the press con- 
ference of September 3, 1962, in which 
Mr. Salinger was asked various questions 
with reference to this matter; and I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in the Record the full tran- 
script of the discussion at that time. 

There being no objection, the tran- 
script was ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 

News Conference at the White House 
With Feerhe Salinger, September 3, 1962 
. Mr. Salinger. I have nothing. 

Question. Do you have any comment on 
the Russian charge that a TJ-2 overflew the 
Soviet territory? 

Mr. Salinger. No, I have no comment. I 
think, however, that the State Department 
will have something to say about it in the 
very near future. - 

Question. When? 

Mr. Salinger. In the very near future. 

Question. What about Senator Keating's 
comment about the Russia-Cuba buildup? 
It was announced that the White House 
would announce the inaccuracies later in 
day. 

Mr. Salinger. If we can deal with the U-2, 
then I win get on that. 
-Question. What do you mean by "the near 
future?" ~ ;."..'.'....'..,.. : .'- -.-". 
. Mr. Salinger. The next several hours. " 
" Question/ Has the President been In con- 
sultation with the State Department on it? 

Mr. Salinger." The President is apprised of 
the situation." "'.';, r . ' L - : ■ 


--Question; -Who were-the Members?v -'^i'?-* 

-•Mr. Salinger. I will read the names of 

those who were present. •■-".■'••;--•:--.; -.if >:.\}a~>:-.-.-; 

:■(«,•.« Ki»i«rr ««. »h4<w.M An «,~ «-»«,.*_ •-" Senators- Mansfield, Poxbrioht;- Rusncll; 

;>scripteMaaordered;"to.;J>eirprlnted!in:the tooi^^imdrWxixTi^^^''!a*n/aj.i«^5ffK.i-x^ v ., M , s ... . _, ... 

- ~ R*cba#; atffbUcfwSf «K«F &r<5Hjq otb : wtt.'&ise >' ( .*>ltepztB*ntxttvtMXz §-Tb«^speakeV,?'iVth» '-'.t^' SM^f^.Thto-mornlng^Hr.was ap- 
:>%i^m^irm1i^ff^rm /jfojorityVleader^-Viwsoii; S«ldxn;:H*xlk prfsedtfak morning.^, .;; t& ^^ y- ,-;..-. 

' :- "' ^S^^^te^f 4^SS^ ^^^•^■Omanumj^o'^AAf^?^ .^.Question. -Before _h< landed-back- here? 

- -riit. e^^T^Hti^r^^^^^'J^fi ■-. ^QueattonV.Waar^anybody.^ else from-the. .;„ Mr. SAUNara..No, I. think when. he. landed 

--' mW^h^gArfpffi^ -, _.^r f -*j£ v£, . ;; j^QuMtibniKerxe^cto^jbu^-m^hether 

-..„ .^Aft .ftinjrymiai^ '^^ Air Force, 

t:^to|b©lster:tte^ from now on? . „, .- ... •:,- _ . .„ 
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_ lI. am. going to.say.abso7 

!pp£nffbnihla subject."-' '.,'-. J*_-,'/- v 

1 t;Hotyoxr.t'Xam asking about' the 

"" a' London/ •— ■- v "* i " 

~" :.~I_am not going to sayany- 
fr'any -other spokesman.- Iri'other 
arJnot commenting, on the situa- 


KJKwiPd-_ 
leetton. Pierre,- when the State Depart- 

j£puts~o"ut its' answer ■ 

£r7SALiNGER. I didn't say they were going 
ut'ont their answer. I said they would 
^something to say about it. 
"sstfon. Will this be In the form of a 
i_ statement or will there be someone 
jfcan be questioned? 

altngee. I am sure there will be 
y. present who can be questioned. 
Pierre, are we going to under- 

tat the State Department Is going to 

ale- this inquiry? 
CiSalxnger. That is correct. 
tnestlbn. Did your conference this morn- 
"" iMr. Manning and Mr. Sylvester have 
£Wita the U-2 incident? 
IT; Salinger. It did not. 
fuestion. Pierre; has the note been re- 
iyed here yet? 

" "r.';SAUNCEB. I will refer you to the State 
artment on that. 

nestlon. Is the State Department In con- 
ation with other agencies so the answer 
1 ;be coordinated? 

[r.. Salinger. The State Department will 
jadle this matter, 
lestlon. The State Department, what- 
. their reaction or whatever they do 
iicly In this, they are serving as the 
man for the Government in this whole 
r? - -•:"-' • ' . - - - 

Salinger. The State- Department will 
^any statement they care to make.: -. - 
^Question. Pierre, will you explain to us 
" ion an Incident of this kind, the White 
ise has nothing to say, yet last week when 
plane was allegedly shot ai by a Cuban 
itrol boat, and the plane was" flown by a 
~jerve pilot, and we only have his word 
it this happened, the White House saw 
to make a statement? What is the dif- 
ference between these two incidents? 
■Mr. Salincer. The State Department will 
" idle this matter. 

"Question. Pierre, can you tell us what the 
latus of the U-2's are right now? Are they 
ring for NASA or the Air Force? 
Mr. Salinger. Any statement on this mat- 
ter will be made by the State Department. 
Question. Aside from this matter — 
Mr. Salinger. I don't intend to say any- 
thing about It, Bob; not one single word. 
'<"-r Question. Is the President going to have a 
press conference this week? 

Mr. Salincer. I don't knew yet. I will let 
•? ; - you know this arternoon. 
%:• Question. Pierre, who apprised the Presl- 
jggp. dent of this? 

jjfc^.... Mr. Salinger. I believe Mr. Bundy did. 
IPI^- Question. Can you tell us what the Penta- 
if* gon press officials were in here for? 
"p.. Mr. Salinger. No. 

^.■'Question. Pierre, in another field, what is 
"" White House role, if any. In the action of. 


. - Question. Whatisthls?.;; . ^ .-- 

. Mr. Salinger. This Is .Senator Keating on 
Cnba;- r -j-j 4/i^fir w:-^n e . ; <:-.- .'■•.■ 
-._ First,.I notice On the. UP.report that Sena- 
tor Keating said .a White House- spokesman 
had called .the ; studio and stated that the 
President'or the. White. House would reply to 
genator-KEAiiNG's Inaccuracies -upon his re- 
turn. ---That is inaccurate.- •-? .• :*■-■- - * 
. I called Mr. Chancellor and took exception 
with a statement he made at the opening of 
his broadcast in which he said that the 
President had stated that there were no 
Soviet military personnel - In Cuba. The 
President did not state that. 
A reading of his press conference remarks 


• Question. You have confirmed xwhatjiie 
said, but you wont confirm it on the record.' 
-. Mr. Salinger. I am going to stand bywhat 
I said and by the rules under which I said' 
it. . . .-.; ■,:..: ir:A\" 

Question. What kind of background -: is 
this — White House officials. Government 
spokesmen, or what? '. 

- Mr. Salinger. You can say White House 
officials. 

Question. Pierre, hasn't the State Depart- 
ment, perhaps for background if not offi- 
cially, put out various figures about the 
number of ships and personnel and so forth? 

•Mr. Salinger. That is correct, and I be- 
lieve — although I considered this a violation 


-.-3 


of last Wednesday will show what he did say of the rule at the time— I believe that Mr. 


on that subject. 

As far as Mr. Keating's remarks about the 
numbers of technicians or ships, I see noth- 
ing In that matter which has not been made 
public by the Government before. 

Question. Do you mean the figures he has 
are figures that have been made public by 
the Government? - 

• Mr. -Saltnger. I couldn't tell you— there 
may be variations of hundreds or so, but the 
general information that he made public has 
been made public by the Government before 
on the subject of troops and so on. 

Question. In general, it is correct, the In- 
formation? 

Mr. Salinger. But what I am trying to 
point out is that there Is nothing new or 
different about his statements on troops or 
ships. 

Question. Then we have a question, don't 
we, of timing; which came first? Are we 
saying now that there are 5.C00 Soviet troops 
which have landed in Cuba? 
; .Mr. Salinger. I am. not saying that at. alL 
I.donfthinkhesaidthat. \ 

Question. Keating said there were. 1.200 
Soviet troops. :;•:- - 

Mr. Salinger. Ee ha3 two different figures. 
Again, I want to remind you that everything 
on this Cuban thing Is on background. 

A reading of Senator Kvattng's statements 
on technicians and ships reveals nothing 
that has not been revealed before. 
- Question. Are you confirming that there 
are Soviet troops in Cuba? Twelve hundred? 

Mr. Salinger. I refer you to the Presi- 
dent's statement last Wednesday. He made 
very clear what our information was at that 
time, and he also stated at that time If we 
had any other verified information on this 
subject we would make it public. That Is 
our policy. 

Question. There has been no change since 
last Wednesday; is that the Idea? 

Mr. Saltnger. When and If we receive any 
further verified Information dealing with 
movements of technicians, troops, or any 
other subject involving Soviet military aid 
to Cuba, we will make it public, as the 
President indicated. 

Question. Aren't we in a peculiar situation 
here where you are discussing, as a press 
secretary, a remark by the President, and 
we can't — — ... 

Mr. Salingeb: You can certainly, quote the 


W. iZ^^-ZSr^^ZS £ f™* President's remarks at^the press "conference. 
£e : _Armed Forces radio 'broadcast to Iran? ,_. q-.^^^^^.jJ backBround when 


% Have you called : for any ; report on that? 
r Have you received' any reports en it?-"'" : -~- 
(*?£ Mr; Saungxr. We have received a report on 
^lt and our Information- is that the hoax was 
^perpetrated- on the Armed Forces r radio In 
g. Teheran and we 'are looking into the matter..;. 
s£«?Questibnr: What .was .the hoax/ Pierre? ■■ 


Question; 1 But we" are on background when- 
you are discussing something the President 
said in the" press conference.". -"• ."*•'- ^ 

Mr.= SAiJNaxa:;XJertainly.L what the Presl- 


Wilson's question at the- President's. press 
conference last Wednesday was an Indica- 
tion of where some of this Information came' 
from. ■'. ' 

Question. Pierre, the President, In his press 
conference, said that as far as we can say 
now, in the term as it Is generally used, wa 
do not know of any Busslan troops In Cuba. 
. Mr. Salinger. As the word "troops" Is gen- 
erally understood; that Is correct. . . . v 

Question. Are we standing by that to- 
day? 

Mr. Salinger. We are standing by that to- 
day. 

Question. Despite what Keating said this 
morning? . 

Mr. Salinger. I believe we are having a 
semantical discussion. . 

Question. How do you define "troops?" 

Question. You have used the words "tech- 
nicians" and "ships." You have not- used 
the word "troops." 

Mr. Salinger. I am using the words that 
the President used in his press conference! 

Question. Keating said- the- word ."troops? 
there,, in the commonly accepted- term- of- 
"troops." 

Mr. Salinger. I agree with what you said. 

Question. I agree this is getting into a 
semantical big, but you said Keating did not 
disclose anything which had not been re- 
vealed before, and yet he used "troops" and 
you don't. Do you think there ought to be 
a separation there? 

Mr. Salinger. I choose to stand by the 
language the President used In his press con- 
ference. 

Question. Pierre, Is It a correct Interpreta- 
tion for us to say that a high White House 
official disclosed today that he called the 
National Broadcasting Co., and corrected 
something John Chancellor said? The same 
high White House official sai d 

Mr. Salinger. I am not ; going to tell 

you - : "• 

Question. I know you will not tell us how 
to write It. But under the ground rules, that 
is what you are saying. 

Mr. Salinger. Under the ground rules, I 
would say you would say that a high White 
House official said that Pierre Salinger, the 
press secretary of the President, called. 

Question. Pierre, how do you define 
"troops" and what is the difference between 
"troops" in your deflnition-r-r-r". -IJ.^-' ... ~ 
:"Mr: Salinger. I wul not get into that denV? 
nitlon with you, Bob". ,' r. ' . ;"*. . ".;■>•"-"{« ?V»^o> : 
■. Question^". Isn't that the' problem" wejSJre ?" 
trying to straighten out here? 


s^'MrrSAUNOxx.' r refer 70U to the story that 
I.eftiiLnated from there.^ —° ' -" " - ; *''■* '-*-&'■**■ s 


Mr. Salinger.- I- «"" golngto stand 'by. the 

dent said in; the^prepj> conference Icon the! language the- President used^riThe.eltuation -:■}■■-, 

i&^hfa^rt^ii't&Il^aili ~0J' s^t'fiHAvS oh the broadcast this -mocnmgj^tiioouldc , 'i 

» Question.; Smltt7 .nlMdi-, a^rttalj point* give you a comparison,; would beox a Senator - - 

The;;whole^tedck #,be*kground;_ as»w*,un-, being mterview«lvOtt;s,rtelev1aloa>al»^i»j**/ i^ 

_ derstand" ltr.lrjtd-proteet'offlciala when they. t^ senator. sa^?Todsy. to- Ttiesday£ 

'QuestIdn;"-Tott>'aay«'the"'H6ax-% ''"'"'" ''"' ---■*■■-'— --••■^-- s -" x - •■■•-•< ■■•■-• * "- «•— -■- • 

Rted.dn.the Armed Forces radio? t 

'Mr. BtxaxGa.-y&Z<ri''2iif'*£\iii r . ^ — .. rr ~-~ -— - »• .»%—--' 

Queat^ fcKo«inab^ti : SeiatciQKM^o - :4«^ z&Q&mtfaPlva&ZddiivxvtfX^ 

llnf/Wltli^the^ theHuselansokUers.'ftrrirrOibarf^onrfCTmai^ 
£itir."r Saialnaat ;%iuL gotoft-.tb^tUscusflathli- -' WXUt;p^.iK&&9&aaMln^^ '■ ln:Cvtotiibl&tt^j?A%'^W#&^&¥& 

'" irouhd only. ^.„; o "iV-^-!>ti ^afr^Mtnifl^MaylM^Seria'tc^ly^^ ^Mr.'BuuaoaLslh «TarythlnKIJa1n^^^< 


£ JtjlM^^ltfcb« i? ^^.-jj.<.r: ; *^j.j 


going to "say on the subject. . .y^ '&&^&~&?:' ~> 
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.-- Question. Pierre, this Is a procedural sub- 
ject. Could we please clear up now, because 
It baa been going on 18 months, why you 
cannot allow this to be attributed to the 
White House Press Secretary? 

Mr. Salinger. I have chosen to do It this 
way. 

Question. Could you explain? 

Question. You could put this off the 
record„if you like. 

Question. Could you explain it? 

Mr. Salinger. No, I don't think I am called 
upon to explain it. 

Question. If we go out from here and 
write a story saying that the White House 
official today said there was nothing new 
that hadn't been previously reported about 
Kiatino's report that there were 5,000 troops 
in Cuba, this la not going to square with 
my understanding of what the President 
said. That is the point I am trying to be- 
labor on this. 

Mr. Salinger. Senator Keating chooses to 
use "troops" and we referred to them as 
"technicians," which is our information. 
' Question. You earlier used the words "mili- 
tary personnel." 

Mr. Salinger. That is right, and the Presi- 
dent in his own press conference stated there 
were military personnel in Cuba and had 
been for some time. 

Question. Would those be prisoners of war 
under the rules If they were captured, or 
civilians, or what? 

Mr. Salinger. No, he made a specific refer- 
ence to a So viet military mission . 

Question. I think besides what Keating 
said, Pierre, I keep trying to and out what is 
a "troop," what is a "soldier." Is a tech- 
nician with a rifle a soldier? 

Mr. Salinger. The President stated explic- 
itly what bur understanding of the situation 
was last Wednesday. When and if we have 
any new information, you can be sure we will 
make it public, and it will not be for back- 
ground. It will be on the record. 

Question. Why does the White House take 
such an interest in one aspect of our foreign 
policy and refer to the State Department to 
take other aspects? 

Mr. Salinger. If' you ever end up sitting in 
this chair, you can take that up. 

Question. I am not going to end up sitting 
there, and you are sitting there now. 

Mr. Salinger. You are a lucky fellow, too. 

Question. Pierre, does this administration 
have any plan for a total blockade of Cuba? 

Mr. Salinger. I am not going to discuss 
the subject any further. 

Question. Pierre, did you call Chancellor 
while he was stiii on the air or after he 
signed off? 

Mr. Salinger. He was still on the air. 

Question. What time was this? 

Mr. SALiNGER.lt was about 8:05 this 
morning. 

Question. Did he change his statement? 

Mr. Salinger. He changed his statement 
on the air afterward. 

Question. Who did he say called him? 
• Mr. '-Salinger. He didnt say - who called 
him. He said, "An error has been called to 
my attention, and in a fast-moving broadcast 
like this, sometimes we make errors,", and he 
. corrected what the President said. '. • '■ 

.- Question.- Are" you satisfied with his state- 
ment? ' "• "" : ' '■•■• •-'■ - 
' ' Mr. Salinger. Totally satisfied. 

Question. There has-been reference to 
British ships carrying supplies to Cuba. -- 
•Mr. Salinger. That question also came up 
at last -Wednesday's broadcast. -- _*•-•--'. 

Questlon.>Pierre. I am handicapped, not 

having- seen: this. broadcast. - - -•--* 

.Mr. SAxmcsst. You are not really handi- 
capped. . . .-..■.- .-.-- -••■ . .- 
- Queation.-We are ail-cleared up on troops 
and technicians,- 1 see;- but what about -thir 
• .question of number?;: The. President" didn't-' 
. .u», any. number; regardlearorwhat kind of 
. ipersona they. are. uT.,*r;^^vev-v.-;«r^r,e^ 


Mr. Salinger. Other- Government agencies - 
have used numbers.- - - - • 

Question. They say Keating used two dif- 
ferent numbers, 1,200 and 5,000. Which is 
the Government saying it is? - 

Mr. Salinger. Again,- 1 am not going fur- 
ther. I stand on what I said. 

Question. You are agreeing with Keating% 

Mr. Salinger. If you read the transcript of 
what he said, you can see the context in 
which he used the figures. 

Question. Did the President see the broad- 
cast? 

Mr. Salinger. He did not see the broad- 
cast, nor did I talk to the President before I 
talked to Mr. Chancellor. 

Question. Are there any Chinese troops in 
Cuba? I am not kidding. Naval officers at 
Guantanamo said there are. 

Mr. Salinger. I have said everything I am 
going to say on the situation. 

Question. Can you say anything about the 
situation in West Berlin, the movement of 
armored cars? - 

Mr. Salinger. No. 

Question; Pierre, another happy field, what 
is your attitude toward the Bolivian Presi- 
dent canceling his trip to the United States 
because of the sale of tin out of our stock- 
pile? 

Mr. Salinger. That is a subject which we 
are studying at the present time, and I woiud 
think we would have something to say about 
that later. 

Question. You would think? 

Mr. Salinger. Yes. 

Question. Like today? " • 

Mr. Salinger. It is possible. 

Question. Pierre, to clarify the semantic 
problem on the "troops" or '•military techni- 
cians," could the military mission In Cuba 
be compared with our military advisers in 
South Vietnam? 

Mr. Salinger. I will let you draw that com- 
parison yourself. . 

Question. In another field. Is the President 
contemplating a nonpolitical or political trip 
to New Hampshire? 

Mr. Salinger. There Is no scheduled trip to 
New Hampshire at the present time. There 
are two Senate seata up in New Hampshire 
and I would not be surprised to see the 
President go to New Hampshire before the 
campaign is out. 

Question. Would that be sometime near 
to the 18th when he votes in Massachusetts? 

Mr. Salinger. I couldn't tell you that now. 

Question. Pierre, for technical reasons, can 
we expect the State Department statement 
on the rj-2 before lunch? 

Mr. Salinger. That is possible. 

Question. What was the question? 

Mr. Salinger. The question was whether 
you might expect the TJ-2 statement from 
the State Department before lunch. It de- 
pends how late you eat lunch, really. 

Question. Have you any more jollies? 

Question. No, I am clear. 

Mr. ENGLE. In other words, Mr. 
President, on six different occasions, 
authoritative spokesmen for the admin- 
istration have laid before the American 
people, the full facts as we:have them 
with reference to the military buildup in 
Cuba. The "President stated— and I 
repeat his statement— that whenever he 
has firm information he will make it 
available to the American people. I 
think he has done so, and the record 
completely refutes the first statement of 
the Senatorfrom New York" [Mt.."Kbai-- 
xng] that the administration should tell 
the American people, the -whole truth. 
The administration. has told the Ameri- 
can people the- whole truth^ ^^&jp- 
-^7l> assert that ^thc Senator: from: New 

^implied- that the President of the" United 


September 5 

States and the administration were not 
giving the American people the whole 
truth. The fact is that in five separate 
instances prior to -his statement of 
September 4, the President or adminis- 
tration spokesmen laid the facts on the 
table. 

First, on August 22 at the press con- 
ference, in which the President answered 
specific questions on Cuba. 

Second, on August 24, when the press 
and radio received a complete back- 
ground briefing — out of which are sup- 
plied news stories appearing in the 
major metropolitan press. 

Third, on August 29, when all of the 
House Members were invited to a brief- 
ing on the Cuban situation; and I may 
add that many attended. 

Fourth, when a letter went to the For- 
eign Relations Committee of the Senate 
briefing the members on the Cuban situa- 
tion; and ,■'--"■■• 

Fifth, on August 30, in the press con- 
ference held by the President, in which 
he again answered specific questions on 
the Cuban situation. 

In short, in five different instances 
prior to Senator Keating's allegation, the 
President or administration officials had 
spoken forth on this subject. 

So Senator Keating was wrong. He 
was wrong also in his statement that 
5,000 men in Soviet uniforms were un- 
loaded less than 100 miles off the shores 
of continental United States. There is 
no verification of this statement. As the 
President clearly indicated in his state- 
ment yesterday, September 4, there is no 
verification that Soviet troops are on 
Cuban soil. I agree that we can argue 
about what we mean by troops, and 
whether or not technicians are troops. 
I assert that technicians are not troops 
in the general sense understood by the 
American people— that is, attack forces. 

Senator Keating was wrong in saying, 
as he did in his speech on the Senate 
floor on August 31, that "amphibious ve- 
hicles were observed." According to our 
intelligence, there is no verification of 
that fact. 

Senator Keating was wrong in his im- 
plication that the island of Cuba has 
been turned into an offensive base 
against the United States and Latin 
America when he said It was "turned 
into an armed camp, a smoking grenade 
in the heart of the Western Hemisphere." 
The facts are that we have no evidence 
at all that offensive armaments — and by 
that I mean armaments for use in offen- 
sive combat— are being landed in Cuba. 

The only evidence we have is that anti- 
aircraft defensive ; missiles with slant 
range of 25 miles have been put in place, 
together with the attendant radar and 
electronic equipment,' and that- certain 
patrol boats carrying ship-to-ship guided 
missiles having a range of 15 miles have 
been put in Cuba.- At the present time 
the armaments .being- supplied to- Cuba 
appear to be : of the defensive - type- 
Nothing in Cuba r at the present ..time 
could be regarded as a major offensive 
threat against the United States. ^ -'•' • 
i, Semator j:KEATnra<asserted -that -^the 
Monroe Doctrine has been violated* : The 
"Mdnroe'Dwtrtaeitt^noV 
• The Monroe- D^trine"applies- to'- a 'situ- 
ation ur which a foreign power by 'force 
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overthrows an established regime in this 
hemisphere. The Soviets are in Cuba 
by invitation of the Castro government — 
which came into power before the pres- 
ent administration took office. The 
Monroe Doctrine, neither in its historical 
nor its' literal sense, applies to' a situa- 
tion "in which a government in power 
invites the assistance of a foreign power 
and receives such assistance. I should 
like to place in the Record an article, 
written by the distinguished columnist, 
Arthur Krock, which was published in 
the New York- Times of September 4. 
The article deals with the problems of 
the Monroe Doctrine in the missile age. 
I offer the article for printing in the 
Record, and also an article entitled "So- 
viet-Cuban Treaty." The latter deals 
with the same subject matter, and was 
published on the same day in the Wash- 
ingtonPost. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the Record, 
as follows: 

[Prom the Near York Times, Sept. 4, 1962] 
Effect of the Missile Ace on Historic 
- Doctrines 
(By Arthur Krock) 
. Washington, September 3. — It now de- 
velops that the United States for some 
time has maintained a Navy patrol in the 
high seas off the Cuban ports, its purpose 
being to try to discover the complete nature 
of the cargoes and personnel which Soviet 
Russia has been landing on the island. At 
President Kennedy's news conference last 
week the questions addressed to him were 
limited to his views toward military inter- 
vention in Cuba and invasion by the United 
States. No one asked him about the ever- 
tightening naval patrol, so that its presence 
was first established In a Washington dis- 
patch to this newspaper over the weekend. 
This Is obviously a very cautious opera- 
tion, despite the fact that there Is some flut- 
tering about it in the dovecotes In the De- 
partment of State, or it Is Ineffective for its 


cautious naval patrol with. Inconclusive find- 
ings, catting off our trade with Cuba, and. 
with small success, asking other members 
of the Organisation of American States and 
certain NATO allies to do the same. 

- THE TTJ9. POWES EXPANSIONS - 

• But though politicians think It necessary 
to continue to swear unswerving fealty to 
the Monroe Doctrine, few are unaware that 
changing times have compelled a new and 
modified application of -it in international 
practice. To wage the free world struggle 
against the spread of aggressive interna- 
tional (Russian) communism, the United 
States has a ring of bases around the Soviet 
Union, Armed Forces in Europe and Asia 
and esplonogo agents wherever their place- 
ment helps to assure the security of the 
Nation. Moreover, Washington some years 
ago made the Monroe Doctrine a whole- 
sale hemispheric, and hence clearly a much 
less enforcible, commitment. So that, 
while President Kennedy expressed the 
meaning of the doctrine as Monroe. Polk, 
and Cleveland did, he cannot Invoke it with 
the diplomatic consistency and immunity 
from disaster they enjoyed. 

Els one and only test for compulsive action 
toward Cuba is whether the United States 
will be endangered otherwise. And two par- 
ticular cold war developments have made 
this test even more difficult to resolve. One 
is that the United States has not only al- 
lowed, but initiated, postwar worldwide com- 
mitments that tie down its freedom of ac- 
tion as the sleeping Gulliver's was by the 
people of Lilliput. The second (which is 
now being demonstrated in Cuba) is that 
aggression by infiltration, the aggression 
hardest to prove as Justification for military 
retaliation, is a skiU and science in which 
Moscow excels. 

But how refreshing it would be if the 
President and the Department of State would 
turn away from slogans and openly concede 
the new facts of history and diplomacy. 


(Prom the Washington Post, Sept. 4, 1962] 

Sovzzt-Cdban Theatt 

The Soviet-Cuban treaty may only pro- 


on the throne and Austria supported him. 
with arms. Secretary of State Seward wrote f 
reproachful notes. The House' adopted a; 
resolution stating: '"■■*■*"'■""?: 

"Beablced, That the Congress of the United 
States are unwilling, by silence, to leave the 
nations of the world under the impression' 
that they are indifferent spectators of the 
deplorable events now transpiring in the Re- . 
public of Mesico; and they therefore think 
At to declare that it does not accord with 
the policy of the United States to acknowl- 
edge a monarchical government, erected on 
the ruins of any republican government in 
America, under the auspices of any European 
power." •■:"•.-.* 

Secretary of State. Seward warned in 1862 
that "no monarchical government- which 
could be founded- in Mexico, In the presence 
of foreign navies and armies in the waters 
and upon the soil of Mexico, would have any 
prospect of security or permanency." Events 
vindicated his Judgment in 1867 when Maxi- 
milian was killed and his regime overthrown. 

It may be said with equal confidence that 
no Communist regime, "in the presence of 
foreign navies and armies" in the waters 
about it and on the soil of the country, has 
any good prospect of "security and per- 
manency." We are Indebted to the Soviet 
Union and to the Government of Cuba for 
an agreement that ought to make the foreign 
nature of this Government clear to the whole 
Western Hemisphere and to the world. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, what is 
our position? I think the President 
made it very clear in his statement of 
yesterday. He alluded to the defensive 
nature of the arms and equipment pres- 
ently being unloaded in Cuba. Appar- 
ently, it is the purpose of the Soviets to 
bolster the fears of the Cuban people 
aroused by Castro that they may be in- 
vaded. The fears have been added to by 
some of the emotional statements made 
with reference to this subject, particu- 
larly those that call for an immediate in- 
vasion of Cuba. The action of the So- 
viets clearly gives support to the Cuban 


purpose. That is to acquire sound informa- claim transactions already under way for the regime which plays upon the fears Of the 


tion on which the President can make a defi- 
nite determination whether the Soviet sup- 
plies to Cuba threaten the security of the 
United States. For, though the foreign 
press and leaders of the anti-Castro Cubans 
in this country report that some of the 
Soviet "technicians" sent to the island 
strongly resemble active military personnel, 
and that some Russian materiel being landed 
has as much a potential for offensive as 
for defensive military activity, Mr. Kennedy 
has announced no official confirmation of 
either. 

If or when this confirmation comes, how- 
ever, only the consideration of national secu- 
rity will supply the President with a solid 
foundation for whatever his course- of action' 
may be. He repeated last week that the 
Monroe Doctrine means,, and .always has,- 
that .'"we, wouldL.oppose a foreign, power ex-, 
tehding.lts^jjbwer,' ;to»; the;. Western'. HemW, 
sphere .•'•- Arid; ne;"t!fUtornatlcally found the 
Soviet "Union guilty 1 on this charge by addmg 
that this rt»-whry f we are opposing • • • 
what is happening In. Cuba today." X',; :-.i:f 


economic and military supply of Cuba, but it 
makes it very clear that the relationship that 
is developing Is precisely the sort of connec- 
tion with a European power which the 
Monroe Doctrine was Intended to prevent. 

What was feared in 1823 when the Holy 
Alliance was threatening the Latin American 
revolutions was the establishment in this 
hemisphere of a "political system" that was 
"essentially different" from that of America. 
And that is what the democratic countries 
of the hemisphere have to fear now. 

President Monroe's message made quite 
clear the sort of intervention to which we 
objected. He said that we would regard as a 
manifestation of "an unfriendly disposition 
toward the United States, any interposi- 
tion for the purpose of oppressing" the South 
American countries, or. for "controlling in 
any other, manner their 'destiny." ."*./..,. 
1 On the f oreign.acts we found hateful; the! 
Monroe Doctrine was clearahd unambiguous/ 
It war not as dear In stating what we would 
have done if our wishes had been disregarded 


Cuban people. . It is not helpful to us to 
have those fears substantiated by emo- 
tional statements from Members of this 
most deliberative body in the world. 

As long as the equipment landed in 
Cuba is defensive in nature, it poses no 
threat to the United States or to our 
Latin American neighbors. Even of- 
fensive equipment of certain types would 
not pose a major threat to the United 
States. Can anyone Imagine Cuba's 
initiating an invasion of the United 
States? 

On the other hand, if ground-to- 
ground missiles are put in place in Cuba, 
they could deliver a nuclear warhead 
against targets in the. United States. ,1. 
think it is clear that ;in; that event we- 
must take action Jtamediately. ^'believe; 
that the Cuban Government, and the Soy. 
ylets^'too. ought to be put on notice that' 
if ground-to-ground missiles' capable .of. 


bytheHolyiAlliance; -There 1» nothing am- ...._ 

But , the contrast between the* manner Jn/ Wguoua.about our. feelings today.! either, .but ' carrying nucleari; warheads are .put in 

which this o pp osition U now being eap^ased; wbAtcu^^bedonis. Aboufcthe.Cuh^crista: D jwAo j„ Cuba, we (intend to move to take , 

and' It. 'historic implementation sharply ». ; ^»t a*, plainly -^ -^*, ,.„, fM p , £„„.; g^ o^Sh^wSlour^DoScy wilLbe 

veaUho*;tto cold war ahdlhy^^ -Theltonros TT3ocW»,wa? tMrectedJtwhc*; S^Sr^^^rS^SSt^S 4 

atomlo s inlH^1um<a^ged'dlp1oiu^im(l an^impendmg^^breAVtand^an; "Iinnunent: ^SfSSS^MvSS^^SS^Sp' 

the enTorc«nen»2of rtrsatlsstand doebrtnes.. hmssardv^Tfae threat and thrfhaeard did not 1 arms, propaganda,, and. the, Communist 

Presidents) Polk and5d*vel«nd, J foK example, > immediately materialise.' There have ' been '<■ pbjlosopjr^frem. Cuba into the 'Western, 

wa» : only ; .two/of j«^.WWUrHouse-Jr«um-i occasions when ,<&•, doctrine was flagrantly Hemisphere.^, We should pursue every, 
^nts fl who >t warps3 jiff q p^ 

poUt&n^on^IlM 1 aatne^Mied' basis •ot''the'- fairs and on' the withdrawal of Great Brltalk: the situation In Cabain' the perspective | 

Monro* :Doc*rln«;;:b**ihe«tt-JUmi^ and Spate,' Prance put Kmp e r or- M a ximili a n 1 of the global obligations of the United 
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States of America. We are faced with 
problems in Berlin, in Europe,' in .Viet-, 
nam, in Laos, in the Far East, in the 
Mideast, and in Africa. ' Cuba is a car- 
buncle in the Caribbean— and not, at 
the moment at least, a cancer.- We 
should treat the Cuban situation like a 
carbuncle— isolate it and prevent its 
spread. But we should not be led into 
unreasonable emotional or extreme ac- 
tions that can only disrupt our interna- 
tional relationships. In short, I am con- 
fident that the President of the United 
States will continue to respond on the 
basis of an objective analysis of the facts 
to the situation we face in Cuba. 

I am glad that we have a President 
of the United States young in years but 
old in judgment who calmly responds 
and coolly responds to one crisis after 
another, as he will to the one in Cuba. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, I 
shall not detain the Senate very long at 
this hour. I shall speak at greater length 
tomorrow in answer to the distinguished 
Senator from California and with refer- 
ence to further matters on the situation 
in Cuba. 

First, I welcome and I commend the 
President of the United States for speak- 
ing out on this subject. I want to make 
it very clear— let there be no doubt about 
it^-that I have never said that the Pres- 
ident, or, indeed, the administration, 
has made an untruthful statement about 
Cuba. I have said. that the whole story 
has not been told the American people. 
That is still the case, Mr. President, even 
after the latest White House announce- 
ment yesterday. 

If the Senator from California con- 
tends that the administration has made 
available to the people the facts con- 
tained in my remarks on the Senate floor 
last Friday and yesterday, all I can say 
to him is, Where was our most efficient 
press corps, the greatest press corps in 
the country, and perhaps in the world? 

The fact is that all the administration 
announced, until yesterday, was general 
information similar to a very recent let- 
ter I received from the State Depart- 
ment. I apologize for the embarrass- 
ment which I am sure I am about to 
cause the Senator from California. On 
the 14th day of August, in an effort to 
get some official information, I wrote to 
the Department of State to ask them 
about Cuba and the buildup there, if 
there was one. Sixteen days later, on 
August 30, the Department wrote a 
letter; to me, which arrived aVmy office, 
just' today. ;-. £ I .quote: one 'paragraph' or. 
this letter dated August;30, the very day. 
the President made some important com- 
ments on Cuba at a press conference. 
This: letter—an Incredible letter In the; 
light: of iwhat^has l Imppened/ since Au- l 
gust 3p;iiand Indee^.y^t^had happened ' 


Seviral.Sovlet^iMMWJcg^ »id, cargo ships, 
arrived" ta;.Ctaba^aurlng; late," July -and early? 

Augmt?-Z' 4 r i * i -i .*?■«** ^. -<■'/ ,.*^i- l .-u..~*i 

s I Interpolate to say,thafc,?seven43iia^ar 
b^»^yord:^nxe^p^(&nent ; said n6t& 


carrying large quantities of supplies and 
substantial' numbers of- technicians of va- 
rious kinds. 

The Department has established that per- 
sonnel landed from approximately five of tbo 
ships. We have no specific Information 
about the number of persons. 

I repeat, Mr. President, "We have no 
specific information about the number 
of persons." 

We have no information that any Soviet- 
bloc troops have landed la Cuba. Although 
the full significance of these developments 
Is not yet clear, there is no evidence that • 
supplies and technicians have arrived in 
Cuba in such numbers as to provide support 
for external aggression from Cuba against 
other countries. 

The Senator from California also 
maintains that these weapons in Cuba 
are defensive. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Will the Senator yield 
for a parliamentary inquiry? Who has 
the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator from New York has the floor. 

Mr. KEATING. I will yield for a par- 
liamentary inquiry, if the Senator 
wishes to make it. 

Mr. ENGLE. I wanted to find out who 
had the floor, because I wanted to know 
who was yielding to whom. 

Mr. KEATING. I have the floor at 
the moment, I believe. 

Mr. ENGLE. That is very fine. I am 
glad to have the Senator have the floor. 

Mr. KEATING. I am sure many un- 
happy Cuban people do not regard these 
as defensive weapons. I am sure- Cuba's 
Caribbean neighbors do not regard them 
as defensive weapons. 

A gun — and there are plenty of guns 
there— a tank, a Mig airplane, can be 
offensive as well as defensive. It is a 
question of who holds the gun. It is de- 
fensive or offensive according to the in- 
tentions of the man who triggers it. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. KEATING. I would like to com- 
plete my statement, as the Senator did. 

Mr. ENGLE. Very well; go ahead. 

Mr. KEATING. I did not interrupt 
the Senator from California. I would 
prefer to complete my statement, if I 
can, but I am willing to yield for a 
question. 

Mr. ENGLE. Very well. Proceed. 

Mr. KEATING. Who is to say 
whether a weapon is offensive or defen- 
sive? It depends entirely on the direc- 
tion In which it Is alined. 

Ground-to-air missiles, it is said, are 
defensive weapons.. 1 They. can be.... But 
is it defensive ; to. fire . on van American 
plane over; international. waters, as was' 
done last;week?-b?.rf if^av-^sA Sio/sois wia 
- The Monroe Doctrine, I contend, has 
been violated, I will-speak at -greater' 
length on* this question' tomorrow.^rl hi-* 
tend to quote, from the Monroe Doctrine 
and X will also, discuss some rpt;the„lils>- 
torical :, background ;,o£> this' .important; 
policy .>ronpuncemeht,-t«^,<."aj vi-tM&jj<nat 
t Mr... Presidefit^the Monroe ,Doctrine> 
has* been violated-^What is more,it:has> 
beentcln^callyirelnteip^ 
mbnthsv^K^^ 
Am^rjc>a^.countrii^^ 
I£^£MonrgeI^ 


parently, we do not now object to the 
fact that Cuba is a base for foreign im- 
perialism. We will only object if this 
Communist imperialism is extended to 
other nations by Cuba. Presumably, also 
under the interpretation of the Senator 
from California, we would not object 
elsewhere if local Communists took over 
by a coup d'etat, and then invited Mr 
Khrushchev's troops in. In fact, it is 
beginning to look as if the only nation 
that the Monroe Doctrine does not 
clearly apply to is the United States. 

As I have said, I shall have some fur- 
ther comments tomorrow. I appreciate 
this opportunity to reply briefly tonight 
to the Senator from California. 

Mr. ENGLE. Mr. President, let me 
summarize very briefly what I said. I 
said that what is being moved into Cuba 
today is in the nature of defensive or 
passive systems. They have an antiair- 
craft missile which is as obsolete as our 
old Nike. It will shoot 25 miles. Some 
patrol boats are going in there. They 
have radar and electronic equipment 
going with them. 

My complaint about the statement 
made by my friend from New York is 
that he said the President was not tell- 
ing the American people the truth, or all 
the truth; and what T said was that on 
August 22 the President in his press con- 
ference made a statement on this subject 
matter. 

On August 24 the press and radio per- 
sonnel were given a background brief- 
ing. I have a copy of the transcript. 
The press releases are before every Sen- 
ator. 

On August 29 there was a briefing for 
all House Members who wanted to 
attend. 

On August 30 the same information 
was sent to the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee of the UJS. Senate. 

On the same date, August 30. the Pres- 
ident of the United States himself again 
answered questions with reference to the 
Cuban situation. 

In other words, in five instances the 
President of the United States gave the 
people of America the best information 
he had. There may have been other 
information, but to say that it was firm 
or solid is another matter, because "in- 
telligence" is what intelligence is. Some- 
times intelligence is good and sometimes 
it is not. It must be verified. 

The President spoke today about the 
installations in Cuba.. The first infor- 
mation he had on that subject was last 
Friday. This information has to be 
evaluated. It has to be. : taken ."over, the 
coals" to see whethef.it makes.any sense. 
The President |of United Statesl'has 
clearly kept his VwordV which he gave in 
his press conference, .which I read, in 
which he said that as fast as- informa- 
tion became available he would give it to 
the. American/people:-^-;^;: t£y£^£ 
£ Secondly-— and ; I ; emphasize, ttus^our 
posture^ls; that- whenvthe-Cubans- are 
dealing in the area' purely lot defensive 
armaments wo^areV not so -much con- 
cerned; -. -If 'they! ever should get "Into a 
posture |M^M^|th*ey^ t liaTO 
armaments^either to 1 invadeother Latin 
American, countries,' or haveground-to- 
ground missiles— and this-is: Important— : 
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^CQufdldeliver a nuclear warhead 
tthel cities of the United States 
JMake action; and I will so urge 
^Senate floors Those are the two 
^That is the position we take, 
s the position I wish to reafiElnn as 
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^WESTERN STAT ES DEMO- 
X CRATIC CONFERENCE 
:. MORSE. Mr. President, several 
ago I accepted an invitation ex- - 
led to me by the Western States 
iocratic Conference to make a speech 
"teir opening banquet in Seattle, 

the night of August 5. 
ie Western States Democratic Con- 
is a conference of Democratic 
of the 13 Western States, includ- 
iwaii and Alaska. The conference 
'year was dedicated to a discussion 
ie great problems which involve the 
jlfare of the people. It sought to call 
r attention of the Democratic Party 
the American people to the fact that, 
n all is said and done, in a democ- 
r the thing which counts most hap- 
s to be the welfare of the people. It 
a conference which, on the basis of 
program and the agenda announced 
advance, sought to challenge the Dem- 
itic Party to keep faith with Jeffer- 
j&raian democracy and to put the rights 
interests of the people always first. 
•It was a great honor to accept that 
ivitation. The chairman of the West- 
States Democratic Conference this 
year was the national committeeman 
/from my State, a great Democrat, a fine 
!r lawyer, a leader in my State for years, 
£% former Assistant Secretary of the In- 
terior, C. Girard Davidson. 
I responded to the invitation by pre- 
EcParing a manuscript for a speech which 
I proposed to deliver at the conference. 
*'■--' I arrived at Seattle in the early eve- 
c hing of August 5, having previously re- 
" leased my speech to the press. When I 
arrived at the banquet the chairman of 
Ithe conference and the other members 
on ie program committee discussed 
■:• with me the subject matter of my speech. 
It will be recalled by the present Pre- 
siding Officer of the Senate [Mr. Long 
of Hawaii in the chair], that August 5 
was in the midst' of the period when the 
Senate was engaged in the debate on 
r.the satellite communications bill, a bill 
:with respect to which the Democratic 
Party made a sorry record and took an 
- action in collusion with the Republicans 
in the Senate which, in my judgment, 
twill rise to plague the Democratic Party 
1 for years to come, and so long as it per- 
mits the communications satellite law to 
.remain on the books without drastic 
;. revision and amendment. ' . . 
■■.■■•*•■ I knew the party-splitting nature of 
r that : subject matter. - The ' manuscript 
which I prepared for the Western States 
" Democratic Conference did not have a 
. word about the satellite communications 
J bill in it. But the manuscript, which I 
irshall have printed in the Rjecobd shortly, 
r. devoted itself to the accomplishments. of 
•the Kennedy administration and pointed 
out the record which we;were r n„l_ 
in the Congress. ; I am proud to stand 
on that record. I was pleased to pre- 


sent that record to the Western States 
Democratic Conference.' 

When the chairman of the conference. 
Mr. Davidson, and his associates on the 
program committee of the Western 
States Democratic Conference learned of 
the subject matter of my speech and 
read my speech, they goodnaturedly 
said, "That is not the speech we want 
you to give. There is only one thing we 
want to hear from you, because all after- 
noon in one of our general committees 
there has been a prolonged discussion 
and considerable controversy over the 
position of the Kennedy administration 
on the satellite communications bill, and 
that is the subject matter we want dis- 
cussed. We think you should know that 
the point of view which you and your 
associates in the Senate in opposition to 
the bill have been presenting to the 
American people in recent days is clearly 
the point of view of the majority expres- 
sion which we heard all afternoon in 
our discussion of the subject matter in 
this conference." 

I pointed out to the chairman of the 
conference and to his associates that the 
other sida was not represented, that I 
thought, if we were going to have a dis- 
cussion of the satellite communications 
bill, someone should be there to repre- 
sent the administration's point of view. 
I pointed out that, although I did not 
share the point of view of the adminis- 
tration and thought the administration 
was making a horrendous mistake, a mis- 
take which could not be reconciled with 
the thesis of the Western States Demo- 
cratic Conference — namely, the thesis of 
putting the interests of the people first, 
rather than brash materialism as to 
passing a bill which, for the first time 
in all of America's history, would legal- 
ize a cartel, nevertheless I did not share 
the view that my speech ought to be on 
that subject matter. 

I was a guest of the conference. I was 
urged to accede to their wishes for a dis- 
cussion of the satellite. A decision was 
reached whereby I presented my speech 
as written, and briefly summarized my 
position and the position of my associ- 
ates in opposition to the satellite bill. 

I ask unanimous consent that the man- 
uscript of the speech which I had pre- 
pared and delivered at the banquet to 
which I referred on August 5, 1962, at 
the Western States Democratic Confer- 
ence be printed in the Record at the 
close of my remarks tonight. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 
....(See. exhibit I.) ".".'.•..•." 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. President. .: the 
- chairman of the banquet was one of our 
great Democrats of the West. He is one 
of the great Democratic Governors of the 
Nation— Governor Rosellinl of the State 
of Washington.: :in' attendance at; the 
..banquet was, the national chairman of 
the Democratic Party, Mr. John Bailey. 
In the course of my speech- on the 
. satellite bill I pointed out that the Demo- 
"cratlc Party had, a major responsibility 
£:©f keeping:' theXcontract ;that£ik;had 
. .enfered'Jinto. ,with"tne>mertean, people 
", at Los Ankeles, hi, I960,: when the Demo- 
cratic Party presented its platform to the 
American people. u 


I apparently hold to the old-f ashibhed 
view that a political platform is a con- 
tract that a political party offers the 
voters, and that the consideration in- 
volved in that contract, as we lawyers 
say, happens to be the commitment for 
deliverance on the planks of the party 
platform in exchange for the votes of 
the people who have faith In the plat- 
form and confidence in the good faith 
of the party which offers the contract 
to the American voters. 

In my Seattle speech I pointed out that 
the Democratic Party still had a long 
way to go to carry out its pledges and 
promises made in 1960. I pointed out 
that there was no plank in the Demo- 
cratic platform of 1960 which promised 
the American people that the party 
would set up the most powerful monopoly 
in the history of our country and turn 
over to that monopoly billions of dollars 
of American taxpayers' investment in the 
space satellite system that we have de- 
veloped at great cost to the American 
taxpayers and to the profit of the first 
cartel in our country. 

We have set up a monopolistic combine 
that throws out free enterprise, for there 
is no free enterprise in the cartel system 
under the space satellite law that the 
Senate unfortunately passed and that 
the President unfortunately signed. 
Under that law those corporations In 
America that are not among the select 
few named in the cartel are on the out- 
side looking in. They must come to that 
cartel with hat in hand and make what- 
ever deal, if any, they can make with the 
cartel to participate in the development 
of a space satellite communications 
system. 

Not only am I shocked by it, and not 
only was that little band of willful men 
and one woman shocked by it during the 
historic debate, but with every passing 
day increasingly thousands of American 
citizens are shocked by it as they begin to 
understand the tremendous giveaway of 
the Kennedy administration under a 
Democratic banner of the satellite sys- 
tems in collusion with Republicans on 
the other side of the aisle. 

When it was discovered that every 
Republican was lor the bill, that ought 
to have been enough warning to the 
Kennedy administration to stop, look, 
and listen in regard to the dangers of 
the bill. But the bill passed, and it is 
legislative history. Those of us who 
stood on the floor of the Senate as lib- 
erals have stood up before against a 
galloping wrong majority In the Senate. 
But we are proud of the record we made 
and we are perfectly willing to let his- 
' tory— -yes, and the American voters— be 
- our judges.- '.':.• \ - " - 

Mr. President. In the course of my 
speech at the Seattle banquet I set out 
the major reasons .and; arguments of 
^those of us. opposed ;to the bill. The 
national; chairman; of the' Democratic 
IPartyjWas'; present -There is no ques- 
.; tton~&»ut!:tne ;f act 1 that I discovered b 
; after the banquet that the point of view 
;; that I had expressed was the point of , 
/yiew'.that had been.abared and expressed -■ ' 
»tes;{»t;.tlie^cbhi^'i 
that V 
L at terhooh precedinr my Speech; ^Ai.the <i ; - 
time I was not aware of the arguments 


